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A Full Answazxr to Dr, Teniſon's Conrersncss 
concerning the Eucrarisr. 


Heſe Tranſubſtantiators , it ſeems, are 
as apt to fancy one Man, as one thing 
to be another ; hence it is, that 
they have turn'd the Publiſher of the 

Six Conferences, lately put out, into a French man ; 
for ſuch a one, I am afſur'd , was the Author 
of thoſe Dialogues. And therctore both this 
Gentleman, and his Friend, who, he fays, was 
ſo good at gueiſing, muſt gueſs again. Tranſub- 
ſtantiation is a Doctrine fo abſurd and ground- 
leſs, that a man can never want Arguments 
againſt it, But Proteſtants ſenlible of the good- 
nels of their Cauſe, will ſometimes give Over- 
plus in reaſoning with their Adverſaries ; and 
when they have prov'd that there is no ſuch Do- 
&rine as that of Tranſubftantiation, reveal'd, they 
next endeavour to ſhew ex abundanti , that *tis 
impolſible it ſhou'd ; If it were never fo polli- 
ble it ſhou'd, yet it does not follow that it is. 
Nor can Papilts ever prove it, till they firlt 
prove themſelves Intallible in interpreting Scrip- 
ture, For, as for thoſe Words, This is my 
Brdy, which is broken for yout'z, *tis evident that 
they lye nuch more caſy and naturally to be 
interpreted in the Proteſtant than Popith Senſe, 
as ſome of their own Authors have been fo in- 
genuous as to confeſs, So that here is a deſperate 
hard Task ſtill lying upon *em, were it grant- 
ed poſſible that ſuch a thing ſhou'd be reveal'd. 
But that that is impothble, may be thus made 
out, It cannot be reveal'd, but by giving us 

reater Evidence to think it truc, than we 
_ to think it falſe, Now we prove it falſe 
by the clear Evidence, both ot Scnſe and 
Reaſon. Of Senſe, becauſe all our Senfſcs tell 
us, that that is Bread, which it their Doctrine 
be true, is not Bread, but the Body of a Man. 
Of Reaſon, becauſe that Faculty docs affure 
” us as much as it can of any thing, that one and 


the ſame Body cannot be in ſeveral places at 
once, nor the whole Body of a Man crowd- 
ed into the compaſs of a Pins head, and that 
ſtill diviſible into a great . many more whole 
Bodies, &c. But here the Papilts ſtop us 
ſhort, catching, at one part of the Argument. 
For, Senſe, ſay they, may deceive us as it did 
Abraham, who thought he ſaw Men, when he 
ſaw Angels: And why then, if God will have 
it ſo, may not we fee the Body of Chriſt in- 
deed, when we think we ſee Bread? I an- 
{wer, They that appear'd to Abraham in the 
15th of Geneſis, for ought that can be prov'd, 
did for that time aſſume the real Bodies of 
Men (it ſhou'd ſeem (o by their cating.) And 
Abraham's Senſes could only tell him that 
they did appear like Men. If he thereupon 
concluded ummediately that they were Men, 
he erred, and was led into the Error by his 
Senſes, which no cne ever denicd, but a Man 
might be. But he might know ( and did, 'tis 
like, upon a little RefleCtion) that the Eye 2lone 
was not ſufhcient to inform him at all tunes, 
whether what looked like a Man, was one, be- 
cauſe an Angel might aſſume and aftuate a 
humane Body, However, it is certain, that to 
the making up of that Creature which we call 
a Man, there goes ſomething more than what 
is vilible to the Eye, tiz. a humane Soul. 
And whether that were there or no, or an Anecl 
in the room of it, was more than” Abrabam cout 
cert2inly diſcern by his Serics. But there is 
not the fame caſe in ſecing of a piecc of Eread, 
becauſe there is no ground to think there is 
any thing in a piece ot Fread , more than what 
is diſcernable by Senſe, To talk of a Subſtance 


diſtin trom the Colour, Talt, Smell, and from 
the very Quantity and Dimenſions allo, is but 
A Fody has 

the 


a piece of Scholaſtick Nonſence. 


the name of Bread given it, becauſe its matter or 
quantitative Dimentions (which is all one) have 
(uch a certain Colour, Taſt, Smell, &ec. from 
the Concurrence or Combination of which, we 
Eneliſh Men agree to call it Bread , the La- 
tins Panis, Now to ſay, That a Body having 
all theſe , whence by general Conſent it is 
wont to be called Bread, yet is not Bread; is 
all one, as to ſay, That Bread is not Bread, 
which :s Nonſence and a Contradiction, and 
wetake Tranſwbſtantiation to be ſo, om one end ro 
the other. . 
Suppye a man ſhon'd come and ſhew me a lit- 
tle blackDog, and:ſhou'd face me down that it 
W2S us Dog, but "the City of Rome, nay, and 
that that whole City was not onely crowded in- 
to {o little a compaſs, but that,cut him into ne- 
ver ſo many pieces, ſtill every Bit was the whole 
City of Rome, If, I fay, a man ſhou'd come and 
tell me thus, ſure this Gentleman would give 
me leave to think he was out of his Wits. But 
ſuppoſe then ſuch a man as Xaverins, who A. Pul- 
ton ſays had the Gift of Tongues (tho* he him- 
ſelf complains ſadly in one of his "—_ that he 
had jitnot, and knew not what to do for want of 
it "Ep. Japan. 3. ps 30. ) and raifed Twen- 
ty tive Perſons from the Dead : Suppoſe, I (ay, 
he fhou'd come and work all theſe Miracles 
which A. Pelton believes he did work, in my 
ſight, and fo as to convince me of the Truth of 
them, and when he had done, ſhou'd tell me 
he wrought all theſe to convince me that that 
fame black Cur was no Dog , but the whole 
City of Rome, &c. as before. In this calc, and 
upon this mad impothble Suppolition ( for ſuch 
we mult make,if we would draw a Parallel right) 
tho? 1 were never ſo much convinced of the 
Truth of his Miracles before , yet I muſt needs 
tell him, Sir, you do but confound me. I be- 
lieved your Miracles to be true , becauſe they 
ſeemed fo when I had examined them by Senſe 
and Reaſon as well as I cou'd. But if this into- 
lerable abſurdity be that which you wou'd 
prove by 'em , then 1 find -zny Senſe and Rea- 
fon lignify nothing. And believe you, I cannot 
atter all; becauſe I have as great, it not greater 
evidence that this is but a Dog ſtill, than I had, 
or could have of the Truth ot your Miracles. 
Now lct him ſkew that can, that in this ſu 
hition I have made, there are greater dfardities 
than whatarc in Tranſubſtantiation. But to make 
it a Parallel caſe betwixt an Angel ſometimes 
appearing in humane ſhape, and not being di- 
ſcern'd from a man by the Eye,and a Bit of Bread 
being turwd inTen thouſand places,into the ſame 
Natural Body of our Saviour, and every Bit of it 
into the whole Body; and yet toall mens Senſes 
appearing to be nothing in the World but Bread 
ſtill ; this certainly is a great extravagance. 
And I mutt tell this Gentleman, that whereas he 
ſays it might have been ſaid to Abraham, Ask 
your Eyes, ask your Noſe, ask your hands — 
they will all tell you, *tisa man you ſee ; herein 
he fays more than he can prove. For we have 


no Reaſon to think that Abrahm did either ſmell 
to, or feel the Angels ; and unlcls the Angels 
did really take humane Podics, I ſuppoſe, tcea- 
ing wou'd have diſcovered the Truth; becauſe 
our Saviour ſays, Handle me and foe, for a Spirit 
hath not Fla and Bnes as ye ſec me bave. 

But this Gentleman charges the Deftor (his 
falily ſuppoſed Author ot the Conterences) with 
great ignorance in Logick, ter icaloning in this 
manner. If owr Senſes deceive us m the K 
they make of the Enchant, they may as well de- 
baſe 15 in every thing ef. Now I confeſs I 
ſee no ill Logick in thas ; tor the ſequel is eaſily 
pgoved thus; Bucauſe our Senſes report wothing 
with clcarcr Evidence than they doin this mat- 
ter of the Euchariſt. And how, I pray, is there 
here an Univcrſal drawn from a Particular ? 

As for comparing Trnſub/tantiation with the 
Trinity , I wou'd dehire this Gentleman to an- 
ſwer what has been alrcady written in ſome 
Dialogues lately printed on that Subject, Orlet 
him but ſhew us as good Scripturc-; roof for 
Tranſubſtantiation , as there is for the Trinity 
and try next whether he can- load theDodtrine of 
theTrinity, as dcliver'd in Scripture, with as ma- 
ny Abſurdities as follow from Tranſubſtantiation ; 
And then it will be time to conſider, whether we 
had belt believe Tranſubſtantiation , or turn Soci- 
nians.But this will be a long while a doing. In the 
mean time it is denied that the Doctrive of the 
Trinity does at all contradict that Maxime, Que 
conveniunt in 1910 tertio conveninent inter ſe, in the 
true fence of it. 

As for this Gentleman's way of dealing with 
an Inhdel, to make him believe Tranſawbtantiation ; 
I mult tell him , that it his Inhdel underſtood 
himſelf, it will prove inſufficient. For, 1. Where- 
as he fays that they agree , God fees Truths 
which we cannot underſtand, and that he can 
reveal thoſe Truths ; his Inhdel may tell him , 
That if there be any Truths repugnant to the firft 
Principles of all humane Knowlkedg , God muſt 
give us other Faculties, before he can reveal ſuch 
Truths tous. And, 2. That he can never make 
it appear, that the Moral Evidence hetalks of, is 
cqual to the Moral Evidence we have of the fal- 
lity of Tranſubſtantiation. 


Laſtly , As for the Threatning Concluſion . 
That the Doctor may chance to ſmart for attem- 
pting the Dettruction of their Church ; If he 
means in this World, let him fay it plainly : If he 
means inthe next, hc might know we fear not 
that upon this Account. All the danger we fear 
for oppoling that Church (in this way of Diſpu- 
tation and Reaſoning, is wholly in this World ; 
in the other we believe they will be more in dan- 
ger toſuffer for defending it. 
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